
February 8, 1961 

Dr. Kenneth V. ThImann 
Harvard Universlty 
The Biological Laboratorios 
I6 Divinity Avenue 
Cambridge 38, Massachusetts 

Dear Kenneth: 

This is in reply to your note of February 3. It 1s always a Pleesura 
- to receive some evidence that socneone has carefully reed one’s writing. I 

un afraid that some of the greet clarity that you refer to must have 
escaped from this particular section. Actusily, I believe I am making 
almost the same criticism of the primitive character af DW es I woulrt infer 
from your letter and in the next paragraph efter the one you quote, 1 remark 
that this improhabil Ity makes us look for alternative solutlor~s to the origin 
of lffe. Indeed my own hunch, like yours, 1s that “DIG& her evolved from a 
simpler, spontaneously condensing polymer.‘” I think 1 would I;;sfst CWI the 
exit;tertce of a polymer containing biological specifications ard think that 
thts may be imp1 Icit in your own remark about ffdivIdad up vegetatively.” 

in looklng over this section again, I am sorry to see that the 
argument has been compressed to the point of ambiguity. There may also be 
sane mis-placed or arguable carmas, If I have to explain that section 
again, 1 would mason that 1 had more or less defined organism as the 
stage of evolution which was chaiacterIzed by DNA replication and was theh 
asking whether this arose de novo or whether lt had ln turn evolved from -- 
scme “pre-organ\&’ stage. In this context, the terrn’f~rtmaeva?~ may we11 
be mislsadiny. fly own hunch for the primaeval gent is that it was a 
poiypeptide containing basic and xdic amino acids. Do~“t rsk me to prove 
this. 

Yours cordially, 

Joshua Lederbarg 
Professor of Genet its 


